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The objective of this research lies within a community's effects upon, reactions to, and 
perceptions towards safety in their inhabited landscapes during various periods of the day. 
Through cognitive and spatial research, we can construct bridges between individuals' 
perceptions and reality. This study pertained to a student population sample and their views of 
public safety on the University of Arkansas campus in Fayetteville, Arkansas. Questions were 
asked as to why they felt unsafe, and where they felt the most unsafe (or safe). The student 
perceptions were compared to reported crimes on the University of Arkansas campus to ascertain 
gaps in perception and behavior. 
Factors were identified that contributed to the various respondents’ perceptions of safety, 
and both supported prior work and unexpected findings. Previous studies indicated that females 
generally reported having more significant fears than their male counterparts, at night, or at any 
other time (Reid and Konrad, 2004); some researchers have attributed this to over-socialization 
that women are targets while men are not (Jiang et al, 2017). This research revealed these 
differences. 
The findings indicated that there were significant gaps within segments of the student 
population in their perception of safety on the university campus. Overall, it was found that the 
respondents had a significant understanding of the dangers and risks that are present on the 
campus. Also, it was found that widespread media-reported incidents (traffic-related student 
death) dramatically skewed perceived zones of danger on campus. The use of mass media, social 
media, and campus outreach may have a greater impact on students' perception of risk than first 
believed and may represent the most reliable path to decreasing perception gaps.  
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Chapter 1: Introduction 
 
On February 2nd 2019, a University of Arkansas student was struck by a distracted driver 
while crossing a crosswalk on the UA campus. Two days later, the student died while in the ICU 
unit at Washington Regional Medical Center in Fayetteville, Arkansas. From 2013-2017 thirty-
three (33) students have been hit by cars on campus.  
"Seven students were hit by cars in 2013, and all but one of the students was using a 
crosswalk, according to reports from the UA Police Department. The number fell in 
2014 when five students were reportedly hit by an oncoming car. Only one student 
was hit while not using a crosswalk. The number of students hit by cars doubled in 
2015 when 10 students were hit by vehicles during the year. Seven of the incidences 
were when a student was using a crosswalk. The number fell again in 2016. Six 
students were reportedly hit by oncoming vehicles on campus, and four out of the six 
reports stated that the student was using a crosswalk when they were hit."  
(The Arkansas Traveler 2017) 
 
This recent event occurred one week before the administration of the student surveys. 
When the study was created, the idea of students being very fearful and considering the campus's 
crosswalks as areas of danger had not been considered. This variable and influence made a 
significant impact on the study's spatial component – overlooked at the time but an essential 
influence in risk perception studies nonetheless.  
Prior studies that investigated (Cozens, Saville, and Hillier, 2005) as to how landscapes 
can contribute to the perception of safety of an area (Luymes and Tamminga, 1995) are varied 
and abundant. Most prior research primarily dealt with students' perceptions of safety and risk in 
and around other campuses (Wilcox, Jordan, and Pritchard 2007). Also, examined within these 
studies are the subject's demographic relationships to socio-economic upbringing, in addition to 
the use of narcotics, cannabis, and hard drugs. This research helps in connecting a subject's 




In order to fully understand an individual's perspective of environmental safety at various 
social unit scales (i.e., self, family, community, region, nation), an analysis of the extrinsic 
factors contribute to that subject's understanding of the world is crucial. Understanding intrinsic 
fixed demographic variables such as race, gender, age, socioeconomic, and education level can 
affect an individual's perceptions of safety external variable's will also need to be considered 
(Finucane, Slovic, Mertz, Flynn, and Satterfield, 2000; Juvonen, Nishina, and Graham 2006). 
Crime, one of the most significant extrinsic variables that can change individuals' perspectives, is 
often the primary variable when it comes to individuals' spatial awareness of the level of safety 
in an area. New criminal events can dramatically change perceptions of particular places (Warr 
1994). 
Upon reviewing Western research, a spatial study of the perception of safety had yet to be 
performed on the University of Arkansas campus. Nor could we locate a publicly accessible risk 
assessment for the campus in general. The University campus police department does publish its 
crime and offense metrics on a daily crime log webpage. However, this information does not 
include extensive information about risks on the campus; it only covers the brief description of 
the crime or offense, date, and time. This absence of information leads to broad gaps in what 
occurred where, who, why, and any investigated motivation (University of Arkansas: University 
Police Daily Crime Log). 
The impetus of this research was to identify potential areas on campus that are perceived 
as dangerous and how the student population interacts with these areas. The results of this mixed 
methods research plan compared the perceived risk types, places, and scale of the student 
respondent to the actual crime reported by the University police department – all in the hopes of 




the student population in their understanding of campus, it is real and perceived risk, their 
motivation for movement and accessibility across campus, and gaps in their perception of safety 
















Chapter 2: Study Site 
2.1 Geography 
Fayetteville is located in Northwest Arkansas, an area often known for its scenic Boston 
Mountains, a part of the Ozark Mountains, which runs through southern Missouri, northern 
Arkansas, and into eastern Oklahoma (Branner 1940). The city itself has a population of 85,257 
(2017) and is the home to the public land grant University of Arkansas, chartered in 1871.  
The University of Arkansas represents a large part of Fayetteville in space and 
population, with dozens of student apartments, services, and restaurants located or adjacent to the 
campus. The University's economic impact is also apparent along College Avenue and Dickson 
Street, which contains hundreds of shops, restaurants, and other local businesses. Northeast of 
the campus is the Mount Nord Historic District and the Wilson Park Historic District. Homes are 
spread out on and around the hills of Fayetteville, the best-known and largest hill being Mount 
Sequoyah, named after the inventor of the Cherokee linguist and chief; the large hill oversees the 
University and can be seen from across town. 
2.2 Climate 
 
"August is the hottest month of the year, with an average high of 89.2°F 
(31.8°C) and an average low of 67.8°F (19.9°C). Temperatures above 
100°F (38°C) are rare but do occur, on average, twice a year. January 
is the coldest month with an average high of 46.4°F (8.0°C) and an 
average low of 26.3°F (−3.2°C). Highs below 32°F (0°C) occur on 
average thirteen times a year, with 2.2 nights per year dropping below 
0°F (−18°C). The city's highest temperature was 111°F (43.9°C), 
recorded on July 14, 1954. The lowest temperature recorded was −24°F 
(−31°C) on February 12, 1899." (NWS 2003) 
 
Precipitation is a weakly seasonal pattern: wet seasons in the spring and fall and 
relatively drier summers and winters, but rain is recorded during all months. The wet season 




May (NOAA: CDO) (Figure 1) as the school spring semester nears an end. The seasonality 
differs slightly from the climate in central Arkansas, where the fall wet season is more 
comparable to spring.  
 
 
Figure 1: Weather trends, crime, and student population 2017. Decreases in crime are related to 
school year cycles when campus density is lowest. (Goodman 2019) 
 
2.3 Crime rates 
Fayetteville crime rates have reported an overall upward trend in crime based on data 
from 17 years of record, which reveals violent crime and property crime increasing (LexisNexis: 
Community Crime Map). The crime rate in Fayetteville for 2019 is expected to exceed that of 
2016. The violent crime rate for Fayetteville in 2016 was higher than the national violent crime 
rate average by 34.95%. However, in 2016 the violent crime rate in Fayetteville was lower than 
the violent crime rate in Arkansas by 2.73%, and the city property crime rate in Fayetteville was 
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This rising trend of property crime is evident in the amount of motor-vehicle theft/break-
ins. Non-violent property crime has increased while violent crime has remained at a static level. 
The increase in motor-vehicle theft could be attributed to the campus police department's shift of 
focus to patrolling the residential areas of campus more frequently than the parking lot areas 
(Figure 2). Another factor to note is the significant increase of available parking spaces on the 
campus due to changes to campus parking over the last five years (2014-2019), specifically the 
addition of lots, changing the level of access to lots, and the remoteness to central campus.  
These are some of the potential reasons why motor theft has increased on campus. Through 
interviews with the campus police, due to an increased focus on dormitory life, patrol patterns 
were altered to maintain more patrols of campus living areas (Captain Crain 04/09/19). 
Figure 2: Criminal Offenses on Campus (recorded and reported by the University of Arkansas 
Campus Police Department from 2001-2017) 
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Figure 3: Arrests on campus (recorded and reported by the University of Arkansas Campus 




The University of Arkansas campus is located in Fayetteville, Arkansas, and was founded 
in 1871 on the top of one of the seven hills in the city just northwest of downtown. Old Main was 
the first academic structure to be built and completed in 1875, and the central campus has since 
grown around it. The University of Arkansas, whose central campus area is nicknamed "The 
Hill," was renamed in 1899 from its original title, Arkansas Industrial University 
(www.uark.edu/about/history.php). 
The University of Arkansas was initially a land-grant school and is now a space-grant 
school as well (May 2015). The university is Arkansas' flagship university and is noted for 
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several degree programs and important national centers, including the King Fahd Center for 












Figure 4: Old Main, the University of Arkansas located on the highest hill of the university
 (image: www.arkansasalumni.org) 
 
The university's endowment was $1.2 billion in 2018, with a, annual budget of $866 
million for the same year (National Association of College and University Business Officers and 
TIAA) (University of Arkansas 2017-2018 Annual Financial Report). It is a growing institution 
with 27,778 students enrolled in the Fall 2018. The campus has expanded over the years to 










This sprawl has led to students parking their vehicles in areas that require them to cross 
several streets to reach campus. There are several parking lots and metered spaced for students 
who may not be able to afford the fees for the large parking structure/garage on campus.  
  
Figure 6: The crosswalks at South Stadium drive on the University of Arkansas campus.  This
 installed median with intersecting crosswalk represents a common crossing type on































Figure 7: South Stadium Drive, University of Arkansas Crosswalks  





















Figure 8: North Razorback Road and West Hotz Road, University of Arkansas crosswalk















Figure 9: Stadium Drive and West Maple Street, University of Arkansas Crosswalks











Figure 10: Garland Avenue and West Maple Street, North Lindell Avenue, University 














Figure 11: Garland Avenue and West Maple Street, North Lindell Avenue University of














Figure 12: Garland Avenue and West Douglas Street, University of Arkansas Crosswalks





The student population of the University is larger than some of the towns and cities in the 
Northwest Arkansas region. The student population in 2018 was made up of 14,692 females and 
13,086 males, which consists of a large portion of undergraduate students (23,386) followed by a 
smaller graduate student population (4,024) and law student population (368). Of that 
population, 74.2% is Caucasian, 8% Hispanic, 5% International (foreign), 4% African American, 
and 2% Asian. The remaining 6.8% of the student population falls into several subcategories of 
race/ethnicity, which include American Indian, Hawaiian, and two or more races.  Just over half 
the population, 54.2%, claim residency in Arkansas while 40.5% reside out of the state.  The 
remaining 5.2% of the population are international students (oir.uark.edu/students/enrollment-
reports/2018-fall-summary.pdf). 
The population of the student body, faculty, and staff has grown significantly over the 
last few years, and this can be observed when visiting campus. The campus is growing and 
evolving to accommodate this population growth, which has caused hardship for many who 
utilize campus regularly. The student population is such a significant percentage of the town's 
income that during summertime’s campus recess Dickson Street revenue drops dramatically. The 
large student population can lead to troubling situations on Dickson Street as well with its 
numerous bars, cafes, liquor stores, and theater complex; the street runs from College Street – 
Fayetteville’s artery to the top of The Hill, at the University’s Old Main.  Dickson Street is busy 







Chapter 3: Literature Review 
3.1 Crime 
         Prior research is extensive on the perception of crime on college campuses and their 
surrounding communities (i.e., Patton et al, 2014; Turner et al, 2006; Bosworth 2011). Most 
modern campuses have undergone security and monitoring upgrades in recent decades in the 
United States. In 1990, the Clery Act was passed which requires all federally funded institutions 
of higher education to (a) report specific crimes that occur on-campus (including murder, 
manslaughter, forcible sex offenses, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, arson, motor vehicle 
theft, and hate crimes); (b) declare the number of arrests for alcohol, drugs, and weapons 
violations; and (c) disclose current crime prevention and security policies in an annual report to 
the public (State of Arkansas 2015). The overriding purpose and intent of the Clery Act is to 
facilitate disclosure of information pertinent to public safety on college campuses (Clery Act 
1990). 
         With these statistics being reported annually, trends can be dissected, which reveals that 
some crimes, over time, are becoming less common than others. Burglary rates on campus have 
been falling since 2011, while motor vehicle theft has steadily risen since 2013 (Figure 2). 
Fluctuations in crime rates could be attributed to these changes: society's ever-evolving culture 
and its focus upon surveillance and public accountability, and the shift of crime through the 
presence of campuses' new divisions of security guards (patrols are more common on campus 






3.2 Crime: Surveillance and Hot Spot Policing 
         In the last decade, the decrease in the cost of video monitoring has led to a boom in the 
security installation field, resulting in cameras being placed throughout communities and 
campuses nationwide. These simple instruments have become a substantial deterrent and 
investigative tool within society (Oluwajana 2017). At the community scale (i.e., school 
building), there is empirical evidence that suggests that the presence of additional surveillance 
and security measures can increase crime rates (Bachman et al, 2011).  
Another factor that has contributed to increases in crime is hot spot policing, which is a 
general strategy for preventing and controlling criminal activity in specific areas. The University 
of Arkansas uses two levels of patrolling: a police department division and a security division 
(Crain personal communication, UAPD, 2019). The latter (security division) is primarily tasked 
with foot and bike patrols on campus, while the former (PD) is geared towards vehicular patrols. 
For the sake of security, their routes will not be analyzed in detail here. However, it can be stated 
that these routes frequent two major areas upon campus dormitories/halls and secluded paths 
throughout campus. More than a century of research in criminology indicates that crime is not 
spatially random, suggesting that some places attract or generate criminal offenders consistently 
over time (Clarke and Felson, 1993). To date, several high-level studies have explored hot spot 
policing, generally concluding that it holds excellent promise for targeted reductions in the rates 
of specific crimes (Nasar et al, 1993). That minimal evidence exists for the notion that crime is 
displaced to other areas, theoretically reaffirming the routine activities assumption (Nobles et al. 
2010). However, these studies may have overlooked the struggles of the targeted community of 
intensified policing in light of the benefits to the rest the society (Meijer and Wessels 2019; 




The communities hit hardest by crime are usually areas of low economic means and 
frequently find themselves as outcasts to the rest of the community. That is found to be 
especially true in an urban setting rather than on a campus space, which is attributed to the fact 
that heavily policed areas also tend to be areas of poverty or extreme poverty. Campuses 
themselves are often low poverty areas and are surrounded by high density/poor residential areas, 
which makes the campus space an ideal location for hot spot policing since students are 
somewhat consistent in their avenues of criminality (Grawert and Cullen, 2017)  
The increased presence of security and police around campus housing has led to a drop in 
nonviolent personal space crimes of burglary and theft. This decrease can be seen through the 
Clery Act records on most campuses (Grawert and Cullen, 2017). However, with the inclusion of 
hot spot policing, a new, worrying trend has emerged: the areas of low patrol activity (e.g., 
parking lots) have seen an increase in criminal activity. 
3.3 Perception and Crime 
         How an individual or a community responds to perceived risk, or in preparation for 
another is often a function of their culturally-related perceptions from training, education, and 
experiences (Jung 1959). The concept of perception as the process of organizing and using 
information received through sensory observation has been discussed in works as early as The 
Republic (Plato 511 BCE). Plato claimed that the mind was divided into the four realms of 
metaphysics, opinion, knowledge, and the sensation and that 'perception' existed within the realm 
of opinion between the worlds of knowledge and sense. Building on these earlier works, 
Sigmund Freud (1929) created a 'mental topography' in which he described the complicated 
interaction of the psyche and reality, explaining that we' take in' impressions and organize them 




motivation and response, he also argued that the role of faith and religious indoctrination could 
manipulate our psyche. It was these early roots in perception that have created the foundations 
for more work on perceptions of crime and criminals.  
For instance, female college students generally exhibited concerns for campus safety 
more often than their male counterparts (Kelly and Torres 2006). A myriad of factors appears to 
be the cause; the variables of gender, student enrollment status, race, and student age were found 
to be significant variables in the perception of safety while on campus (Patton and Gregory 
2014).  
"Overall, the women students in this study expressed fear and concern 
about their safety on campus. Women reported being fearful of living in 
the residence halls, fearful of walking on campus alone at night, and 
fearful that they would be sexually victimized on campus. Several 
students in this study also told stories of thefts that took place while they 
were in their rooms or off-campus apartments." (Kelly and Torres 2006)  
 
These findings are consistent throughout the breadth of prior studies on students' 
perception of safety. Perception of one's safety is driven by the combination of personal 
experiences, socialization of others' experiences, and the consumption of media and news. Other 
external factors can also alter perceptions, such as the addition of new security measures; 
perceptions are somewhat fluid in the way they change to fill in gaps of first-hand knowledge 
(Philbeck et al, 2015). Approaches to the perception of safety can challenge how knowledge gaps 
are filled as well as inaccurate assumptions that rare events can happen more frequently in 
unfamiliar spaces. 
3.4 Crime Reporting and Bias 
Mobile applications have been developed to track crime and use crowdsourced data with 




CCTV systems that contain functionality to report suspicious occurrences, the prevailing opinion 
would be that with the addition of crowdsourcing perceptions of crime, it would be guaranteed to 
be effective. That assumes that all members of the crowd will remain objective. However, most 
participants are human beings and tend to think subjectively (Glattfelder, 2019).  
There is a common perception among individuals who rely on the effectiveness of 
crowdsourcing in analyzing crime trends. That these new sources should be placed higher in the 
queue of analytics. Police look to these sources as a promising advent of our increasingly 
technology-driven lives. However, the problem starts when we analyze an individual's 
perceptions of crime and the person who commits or is being reported as committed the crime. 
Perceptions analyzed by factoring in a person's social environment, demographics, and 
equivalent perceptions of crime in individual neighborhoods, it was found that perceptions of 
crimes among minorities significantly differed than perceptions of crimes among Caucasians. 
Positive and negative perceptions of crime and safety will fluctuate between gender, age, 
economic background, and media consumption (Hipp 2010). Another bias that is rarely 
considered is weather effects on actual crime. There have been multiple studies over how 
weather can affect the actual crime rate and what we perceive due to adverse weather conditions.  
"In the context of commercial break and enter, winter is the season most 
affected by this crime; knowing this may influence the behavior of the 
business community with specific crime prevention efforts… The general 
assertion is that warmer temperatures, and corresponding less 
precipitation, leads to more people being outside of the relatively protective 












  3.5 Crime Landscapes 
Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) asserted that  
"… the proper design and effective use of the built environment can lead  
to a reduction in the fear and incidence of crime, and an improvement 
in the quality of life." (Crowe 2000, pg 46) 
 
This guide was based on several studies executed from the mid-twentieth century to date (i.e., 
Lynch 1960; Jacobs 1961; Angel 1968; Jeffery 1971; Newman 1973; Gardiner 1978; Clarke and 
Mayhew 1980; Coleman 1985; Cozens et al. 2005). 
There are multiple studies into the effectiveness of using CPTED, and clearly, it has been 
found to reduce crime and the fear of crime in all of the studies reviewed. The studies which did 
not support CPTED in their conclusions tended to report that the design of the space was less 
effective than other variables. Reporting CPTED as less effective was not the same as reporting 
CPTED as noneffective, and this bias could be influenced by the researchers' focus or scope of 
their studies (Cozens 2018). 
Other factors to consider within the CPTED ideology included the use of mechanical 
surveillance for street/path lighting and closed-circuit television (CCTV) security cameras. In 
America, through the 1960s, several cities undertook massive street lighting programs. The hope 
was to reduce the fear of crime, but instead, it directly resulted in substantial crime 
reductions.  A recent study performed in the city of Granada, Spain concluded:  
"Well illuminated streets (where lighting uniformity is optimal) tend to  
make people feel safer and better when average illumination levels are 
higher." (Peña-García and Aguilar-Luzón 2015, pg 146)  
 
This conclusion makes sense within the modern world, where individuals are inundated 
with sources of negativity through a variety of media. Most Americans carry a smartphone 




Generally, individuals will assimilate other individuals' perceptions through their interactions via 
technology, interpersonal communications, or any other media source (Keller 2013; Mead et al. 
1964). Even if assimilated perception cannot relate to spatial or temporal settings, individuals 
will create reasoning to fit the perception of their situation. These outside perceptions are often 
formed before any first-hand experience; the assumption being made that a place is dangerous 
because it has been shown or told to be that way (Jhangiani et al, 2014). 
 Fear has also believed to be a universal tool of control. Our perceptions and habits are 
shaped by fear. Tuan (1979) argues that fear is either an implicit or overt theme in world history 
and that its origins in external instances are both projected onto landscapes and internalized in 
the mind. According to Tuan, only fear of animals, heights, and darkness is universal. Other fears 
are learned; he demonstrated that fear is mostly a social construct. He establishes this point to 
show that early modern/western fears of chaos brought the controlling adults to use fear as a 
method to condition children into orderly and predictable adults. Tuan speaks to the spatial 
component of fear and control by describing the fear of geography were witches, heretics, and 
monsters, inhabited mountains, or forests. The idea that the periphery locations near towns/cities 
contain frightening populations which could threaten the order of law reflects aspects of present 
foreign and domestic policy.  
Foote (2003) suggested that America's cultural orientation toward violence reveals a 
"deep ambivalence toward violence and tragedy-pride in some events, shame in others, and a 
desire all around not to confront the issue too directly" His collective analysis of locations of 
mass violence were selectively chosen as sanctified, rectified, or obliterated. He detailed that the 
historical treatment of Native-Americans, African-Americans, and the internment of Japanese-




selectively choose to sanctify battlefields with memorials because of lessons about bravery, 
courage, and sacrifice. The choices to either rectify or obliterate sites where mass violence has 
occurred (Columbine school shooting, Tulsa race riot) is a paradox that plagues the American 
identity (Foote, 2003).  
In Monmonier’s (2008) book; Cartographies of Danger: Mapping Hazards in America, he 
details the differences in perception based upon settings including weather and climate. He 
explained that weather had been a factor linked to crime, often exacerbated during warmer 
weather. However, since the college campus is mostly closed once the weather warms, the link is 
not apparent until the new semester begins during the hot Arkansas August. In figure 1, this is 
reflected through the crime rate trend line, which follows the average maximum temperature 
throughout the year. Until the crime trend line crashes when the student population declines 
during the summer break, this type of comparison can be made in any city, and prior studies 
reflect this: 
"Explanations are straightforward, if a bit simplistic: thermal stress 
promotes aggressive behavior in the north in the summer but in the 
South through much of the year; burglars, robbers, and pickpockets 
prefer warmer climates, which attract well-heeled, ready-to-pluck 
tourists; and big cities offer numerous opportunities for escape to 
comparatively young, often transient populations, stressed by alienation 
and overcrowding. Because most perpetrators are males under twenty-
five, crime rates are especially high in large cities with high birthrates 
as well as right lights that attract young migrants from other regions. 
And because back alleys and freeways offer efficient escape routes, late-
night ‘convenience stores' serving urban and sub-urban neighborhoods 
become convenient targets for robbers, shoplifters, and burglars." 
(Monmonier 2008, pg 245) 
 
Parks in large cities are densely crowded during the daytime while the same park is 
sparsely populated at night. It was explained that this was due to an ongoing campaign to warn 




are taught explicitly of the risks of traversing these areas alone not only from school 
administrations, government agencies but also through various forms of media. Tuan (1979) 
explained that we are haunted by fear in our modern world due to the constant witnessing of 
unmitigated chaos and suggested that we remove ourselves from systems of control that prey 
upon our fears. 
3.6 Media and Social Media 
The North American media infrastructure has proliferated in the last 20 years and has led 
to a decrease in time spent at work or spent with family and friends (Flood et al, 2016). With 24-
hour cable news and the internet, the U.S. is rarely far from a barrage of infotainment. As media 
has grown over time, consumers have become less aware of how news choices are made, and the 
role media plays in influencing the community's and individuals' perceptions of reality (McCall 
2007). When media sources lean towards profit, consumers may be turning to more sensational 
news agencies and receiving content that may be considered subjective. This can lead them to 
increased disbelief in fact-based news, or to accept news agencies that amplify or dilute the 
reality of risk and its assessment, whether it be natural hazards or daily risk-related behavior. If 
the individual perceives the risk as an immediate danger, he/she will do or feel they must protect 
themselves, even if the risk occurrence is not feasible (McNaughton-Cassill 2001). This 
disconnected state results in a bias of perception towards the communities or individuals in the 
media, which typically are the most marginalized peoples (Ryan et al, 1998). 
 Social media is a platform created to bring individuals together while developing digital 
internet communities. These platforms are used to link people over space in conversations and 
shared events. Facebook, Instagram, Reddit, and Twitter are the most pervasive social platforms 




neighborhoods to form a more cohesive unit, including Nextdoor and Naber. The increased use 
of integrating these technologies into crime detection and reporting has also introduced varying 
levels of bias due to a lack of validity and confirmation of each reported crime. For example, 
Masden et al. (2014) explained that most users of the Nextdoor application were usually active in 
their communities and had more open access to these platforms, and the necessaries needed to 
use the platform (i.e. internet, time). In these cases, it has proved that those with the most 
resources are more likely to report crimes, while marginalized communities with limited access 













Chapter 4: Methodology 
4.1 Participants 
A survey instrument was created for administration across the University of Arkansas 
main campus to the student population. The surveys were administered during three courses in 
the Department of Geosciences: Research Methods (GEOS 5612), 2003 Human Geography 
(GEOS 2003), Climatology (GEOS 5363), and a wide distribution in front of the student union.  
This study used a non-probability purposive respondent sampling technique (Bird, 2009), where 
respondents were directly approached on campus. Although this method presents a sampling 
bias, it was the best-suited method when considering the locality and sample population of a 
university campus 
The campus police department also played a role in this study, with officer interviews 
facilitated by the department's communications supervisor. Detailed information about security 
procedures/practices and data were acquired from the department in addition to the federal 
reporting website of the Clery Act (J. Creswell and D. Creswell 2017). 
4.2 Survey Materials 
The survey was paper-based and consisted of two separate single-sided pages. The first 
page consisted of a questionnaire comprised of demographic and social-economic questions (i.e., 
age, education), as well as questions on individual perceptions of safety on campus at night (i.e., 
traveling alone, fearful of groups, overgrown shrubbery) (Figure 15).  
 The second page contained a map representing the main campus divided into gridded 
cells organized alphabetically. On this map, subjects were required to indicate their top ten grids 




indicate their perceived safety ranked on a scale of 1 to 5 (1=least safe, 3=neutral, and 5=most 
safe). 
The area of the map represented approximately 376 acres of the main campus and 
included several visual landmarks to allow subjects to orient themselves quickly while taking the 
survey (Figure 2). The map grid was created to coincide with the Likert Scale question on page 
one: "On a scale of 1-5, rate your feeling of safety around or in these areas at night." These 
gridded cells were created to help link the two surveys foci of the general campus area. The grids 
were unequal in the area to match areas on campus commonly considered a centralized place 
such as the Student Union Plaza, Old Main Lawn, or Greek Theater. 
4.3 Measures  
 This study was designed to incorporate map analysis, quantitative statistical analysis, and 
qualitative interviews with campus police and security, and students. Crime data, collected in 
2017 and sent through the Clery Act, revealed that campus police recorded 589 disciplinary 
actions, 90 criminal offenses, and 140 arrests recorded on campus, resulting in an overall total of 
819 criminal incidents (Campus Safety and Security 2018). The criminal activity log for 2017, 
posted on the University of Arkansas's police department web-page, shows a total of 687 
criminal events defined as:  
"Calls for service made to the University Police Department which 
required a completed incident report, follow-up investigation, or other 
formal action are entered into our Department's Daily Crime Log. This 
log is available for public viewing on this web page in accordance with 
the Clery Act." (Reports and Logs 2018)  
 
  This discrepancy in the reporting of crime on campus created complications deciding 
which dataset to implement. Therefore, the lower recorded number, posted on the campus police 




crime log was that it listed the locations of the crime and any arrests made. These data have been 
used to complete a spatial analysis of criminality through the ESRI ArcGIS platform. A Likert-
style scale was applied to each student's perception of safety to a specified area to compute an 
ordinal logistic regression (Patton and Gregory 2014). Independent samples t-tests and analysis 
of variance (ANOVA) were used to determine if there was a statistically significant difference 
between the levels of perceived safety among different student groups (Patton and Gregory 
2014). For the spatial analysis, ESRI ArcGIS software was used.  
Two different maps were produced for this analysis. The scale of both maps was the same 
scale used on the survey map of campus. The survey map was compiled from an aerial image 
(Google Earth) and then was digitized. The first map represents isorhythmic lines that indicated 
areas where they felt the most significant danger(s) existed at night. This grid was also created to 
align with the first page of the survey question: "Rate your feeling of safety in or around the 
areas indicated." The second map was a kernel density map representing hotspots or points of 
danger revealed from the survey question: "Where do you feel the greatest danger is?" These 
point-based results permitted the use of ArcGIS geoprocessing tools to create a kernel density 
output, which was later imported and compiled through Adobe Illustrator (Nobles et al. 
2013). The thrust of this methodology was to identify characteristics, actions, and policies that 
may have affected students' perceptions of campus safety. That was accomplished by blending 







Chapter 5: Results 
 5.1 Statistical Analysis 
In response to the question "Do you carry a weapon?" a clear majority of female 
respondents replied overwhelmingly in the affirmative, referencing a form of spray repellants 
such as mace or pepper spray. However, out of the 114 respondents, only one individual, who 
was female, responded 'yes' to carrying a firearm. 
The University of Arkansas does permit concealed carry (CC) on campus if the 
individual has a CC state license and goes through an additional training course provided by the 
police department. The males that responded to "Do you carry a weapon?" only marked that they 
carried a knife on their person. Twenty-two (25%) of females and ten (11%) males responded 
yes to "Do you carry a weapon?"  
 
Table 6: Student's Response to "Do you carry a weapon?" (n=114/22, n=114 /10) 
Gender Carries a weapon N% Firearm Mace Knife Other 
Female 22 25.08 1 16 3 2 
Male 10 11.4 0 0 10 0 
 
Prior research corroborates this outcome as likely. Generally, females are often taught to 
be fearful of the world throughout their lives, and this message is found to be prevalent in current 
and past media (Kelly and Torres 2006). In general, males commit crimes to a higher degree than 
females, with a reasonable degree of the crime directed towards the female population as well 




defense. However, this collective perception of danger that is instilled in girls/women can 
prevent them from enjoying a relatively crime-free campus nightscape.  
Since perception is based on an individual's upbringing or childhood setting, their past 
can define their current perception of safety and danger (Jung 1969). In these findings, males 
reported feeling less safe if they grew up within an urban environment, while in contrast, females 
reported feeling less safe when raised within a suburban setting.  That was an interesting reversal 
from prior studies. Previous research averages would be very similar when both genders were 
compared. In the following table (table 7), the mean (AVG) is a calculation based on the Mean 
of Safety (MoS is the mean of the Likert Scale for feelings of safety of campus). The lowest 
AVG represents the most fearful student population (i.e., Suburban Female). 
 















MoS 795 1492 1010 920 1768 737 
AVG 53 48.12903 56.11111 70.76923 70.72 67 
 
Another impressive result was revealed in questions oriented towards an individual's 
participation in risk-taking activities (i.e., drug usage, smoking). In prior studies, an individual 
who avoided using drugs would likely be a more fearful and less risk-taking person overall 
(Cherpitel 1999). However, the reverse was revealed in this research. The more drugs used by 
the respondent was linked to a higher dread of the University campus at night. Thirty-one percent 
of students who stated that they used drugs, also carried a weapon on campus. That was 




Below are two-line graphs (Figures 13 and 14) representing the "Female and Male 
feelings of safety at night at locations specified." Females indicated that they felt the most unsafe 
near the parking lots, which is also indicated as an area of danger (Figures 16, 17). The second 
and third most perceived dangerous areas on/near campus were The Dickson Street 
Entertainment District and the Harmon Parking Garage. Males also felt unsafe walking or 
commuting to campus from distant parking lots located on campus edge or in periphery 
neighborhoods. Parking lots on or adjacent to campus were consistently perceived as the most 
unsafe areas, especially those farthest from the central campus. – an intuitive notion. 
 
























Figure 14: Male Feeling of safety at night at locations specified (Goodman 2019)  
 
5.2 Spatial Analysis 
The below map (Figure 18) was created using the output from ArcDesktop and Adobe 
Illustrator. The several darker areas on the map have been identified by the survey participants as 
the most dangerous areas on that campus map. It was noted that several areas – distant car 
parking lots, isolated alleyways, and major crosswalks on campus – were commonly considered 
as dangerous, especially at night. The densest area of responses (most frequent) was revealed as 
the parking lots on the southwest side of the campus. This area was also indicated as the most 
unsafe (Figures 13, 14), with the crosswalks being the second most perceived areas of danger. 
















































































































































































death of a student who had been struck by a vehicle while crossing a pedestrian crosswalk 
(Davidson 2019) 
Figure 15: Perceived Areas of Greatest Danger (Cartography by C. Goodman) 
 
The second map produced is an isorhythmic (isoline) map created from the respondents' 
feelings of safety at specific locations. Using the respondent rankings from the map's gridded 
cells, these ranks of perceived safety were linked to the answered questions as well to create a 
visual distribution of spatial safety. A pattern emerged the central portion of the campus was 




showed the central campus to be relatively very safe, but their perceptions of danger increased as 
they became farther from the campus core (Figure 16). 
Figure 16: Perceived Night-Time Safety (Cartography by Goodman, Casey) 
5.3 Statistical and Spatial Findings 
In the preliminary survey design, some early respondents stated that they did not know 
how to read the map and link the map labels to campus sites. That was one the main reason for 
including the second page in the survey that explained how to link the two pages. As the surveys 




page should be used to reference locations on the first page – an essential lesson of preliminary 
survey administration. 
It was revealed to this research team that students' spatial awareness and map-reading 
skills were limited to their experiences and training. That caused anxiety with many respondents 
who were hesitant to link their knowledge and experiences on campus to a labeled map. That 
being said, extensive construction on campus, and the increased student population parking off-
campus and walking toward the campus core has caused campus' crosswalks to become 
increasingly dangerous in reality and perception. A lack of lighting in tandem with overgrown 
trees and shrubberies at night can cause blind spots for drivers and pedestrians. Figure 12 
provides an excellent example of this, which serves to show how -- during the spring and 
summer months -- the trees carry dense foliage, and pedestrian crossing signs are easily 
obscured.   
This study hypothesized that student perception of crime on campus was similar to crime 
perception in previous research. It stated that if there was a gap between the respondents' 
perception and reality, it could impact their behavior and response to the survey. However, by 
comparing perceived crime and actual crime in this study, there appeared to be a good 
understanding by student respondents as to the actual crime landscape on campus – a finding 





Figure 17: Perception of Crime at locations specified (Goodman 2019) 
 
 
Figure 18: Campus Crime Statistics 2018(Clery Act 2018)  
With the highest number of reported crimes occurring in parking garages and lots, the 
respondents indicated that this is where they believed most crimes occurred. Out of 114, 
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vulnerability to crime. The next two highest crime occurrences were represented by rape and 
burglary (Figure 18), both of which primarily occurred within the housing adjacent to campus, 
dormitories, residence halls, and fraternity and sorority houses (Figure 17). These areas (as 
represented by respondent answers and map cell rankings) were also the next highest in 
perceived crime occurrences on campus (53%) (Figure 18). That indicated that the respondents 
















Chapter 6: Discussion 
 
A total of 114 surveys were completed after 60 days of distribution and administration: 
200 were distributed on campus; however, 86 were rejected as incomplete. To garner an accurate 
representation of the respondents' perceptions of fear, there had to be more extensive work 
conducted on the participants' media habits and usage. For example, smartphone ownership can 
indicate consideration of current culture since instantaneous and continual access to information 
can amplify aspects of personal or media-based bias (Kim et al, 2016).  
From the surveys, the declared demographic data of respondents were classified as White 
(71%), Black (7%), Hispanic (7%), Asian (8%), and Other (1%); the majority of participants 
were Caucasian and female. The white males in the survey group perceived most (or all for 
sure?) risks on campus lower than all of the other groups. That could be attributed to the white 
male effect -- a result of sociopolitical factors rather than biological factors (Finucane et al. 
2000). Commonly, these white males had a higher level of education and wealth. That is evident 
in the respondent's raised status (table 7): the male group identified as being raised in an urban 
environment and perceived their risks on-campus to be higher than that of their peers in suburban 
and rural demographics. The sample size of this ethno-socio-economic demographic is too small, 
only to consider white males vs. the other minority male perceptions of safety. Future similar 
studies of perception on the University of Arkansas campus should expand the number of 
respondents' sample pool.  
The research team assumed that the targeted undergraduates would have a greater 
familiarity with the campus, but the reality appears different. The majority of participants only 




the street names of crosswalks or the names of buildings, their answers ranged from "the one that 
starts with M?" to "I dunno" (Student interviews 2019). This spatial ambivalence or ignorance 
towards their 'personal landscape' created a form of cognitive dissonance (Tuan 1979), which in 
turn has been postulated to develop into unfounded fears or the complete opposite of the lack of 
fear (Jung 1971).  
 The graduate participants had a better understanding of the campus and surrounding 
areas. They also responded as the least fearful group in the study. Their age range averaged 
higher than that of the undergraduate group. The age group (18-20), which is the largest group 
(54%) of this study had a higher perception of fear than the other groups.  
Figure 19: Graph illustrating the relationship between 'fears' and 'age group' (Goodman 2019) 
 
When asked what fears the participants had while walking on campus at night, females 



















highest fear being sexual assault (41 responses). Males reported (Figure 21) their top fear as 
being mugged (27 responses) followed closely by fear of hit and runs (23 responses).  
Figure 20: Graph illustrating 'female fears' while walking on campus at night (Goodman 2019) 
 



















































Within the preliminary pilot study, it became evident that it was necessary to include and 
identify spatial landmarks that would be easily understood on the map. Logos and icons, such as 
the inclusion of the Starbucks logo on the map portion of the survey, was warranted. However, 
after the administration of the first surveys, some maps were returned with notes indicating that 
the respondents were unable to identity locations on campus and their link between the survey 
map and actual campus. That initially stumped researchers until it was realized that over 50% of 
respondents were undergraduates (18-20 years old) confirming a strong correlation between 
smartphone technology, and the ability to read and use a map in personal way-finding (Huth 
2013). 
Of the 114 surveys returned, only 78 had fully completed the second page of the survey, 
dropping the active response to those respondents. From their answers to "Rate your feelings of 
safety around or in these areas at night," survey data were compiled, and maps were created. The 
map of date from "Perceived areas of greatest danger" (Figure 16) was created as an isorhythmic 
(isoline) representation of the respondents "Perceived night time safety" (Figure 17).
 Surprisingly, one of the significant results in the administration of the second page of the 
survey was the number of blank maps or maps that had a note written on it to the effect of "I am 
not sure where any of these locations are."  The spatial and cartographic illiteracy of this small 
sample was unexpected. This issue required a rejection of these incomplete surveys, which 
compounded difficulties in conducting a robust spatial analysis; however, analyses were 
conducted from the completed surveys.  The locations that represented the most significant 
degrees of perceived danger were crosswalks that lead from the edge of campus to its core area 




campus, while its edge and adjacent neighborhoods buffer were highlighted as the least safe, 
including Greek Row, the lower parking decks, and the corridor to the Dickson Street 
Entertainment District (Tuan 1979).  
Survey results "indicate your areas of greatest danger" may have been corrupted by the 
recent death of a student who was struck by a vehicle while walking in a campus crosswalk at the 
northern edge of the campus adjacent to the dormitory complex (Foote 2003). When point-based 
data were first compiled, it became evident that the majority of responses of greater danger were 
located within the campus's crosswalks (Figure 22).  
Figure 22: Map indicating responses to their perceived areas of greatest danger  





This finding that student respondents believed that crosswalks represented the most 
dangerous part of campus was unexpected; however, after this understanding, the link between 
the danger felt by students in street crossings, and the recent incident. The study was pivoted to 
take into account the reality of perceptions on campus. The student body is well informed with 
the greatest danger to themselves on campus, as well as the reality of crime on campus.  
The perception amongst the students surveyed was closer to reality than expected. That 
fact is an excellent benchmark for future studies, and further research into student's perception of 
safety should be more nuanced. The apparent lack of difference between actual crime and the 
perception of crime was a good starting point. However, a more in-depth focus of research 
should be found. There is still a clear difference between the male and female population that 
participated in the study, which is indicated through all social sciences. Further investigation into 
the perception dissimilarities of the two genders could provide more insight into how best to 
close the gap of perception.  
The study lacked a more detailed investigation of current risk perceptions. A section was 
needed to quest the participants' view of risk and experience with dangers in an urban setting. 
This measure would have been useful to narrow down which population within the study might 










Chapter 7: Conclusion and Recommendations 
 
7.1 Recommendations for the University Police Department 
The first recommendation was to inform the campus police department of an individual 
reporting that they are carrying a firearm. In reporting to the campus police department, it would 
be beneficial to go over some of the research findings with them in order to highlight areas of 
improvement in patrolling the campus. It could also be beneficial for the police department to 
understand their students' perceptions of campus safety. It would be helpful also to seek out 
further clarification of the discrepancy between the numbers of crimes reported through the daily 
crime log on campus and the report given to the federal government program, The Clery Act. 
7.2 Recommendations for Future Research 
An overhaul to the survey's map portion would greatly help to refine some of the spatial 
analysis, as well as the inclusion of additional questions of the individual's media preference and 
past traumatic encounters. A more extensive and more random selection of participants would 
also help to enhance the findings of this study. These changes would also allow further statistical 
regressions to be performed on the raw data. A more considerable amount of time should be 
spent digesting the statistical analysis portion as well as  
The campus itself does not present too many unsafe areas. There are not many alleys or 
alcoves to get lost in, and the campus is relatively open with less-than-10-story buildings present. 
The new buildings rising on campus appear to be laid out in an open format with little or no 
concealment. The next step in future research should be to focus more on a better methodology 
for the spatial analysis section. Using a more robust geoprocessing tool to isolate areas that could 





7.3 Recommendations for Facilities Management  
Two items of note for improvement on campus are lighting and crosswalk improvements. 
Lighting on campus is one of the main factors in the perception of safety at night. Humans 
generally prefer well-lit areas after dusk, especially if there is little to no foot traffic present. 
Through many of the interviews conducted, lighting was the most mentioned item when asked 
what they would do to improve their feelings of safety, and males suggested it at a rate similar to 
females. 
 Improving the crosswalks on campus should also be a priority. There are a few 
crosswalks that do not have motion-activated lights when students pass through them. It might be 
beneficial to remove some crosswalks, funneling access to larger crosswalk areas. Another 
possible solution might be to remove the crosswalks at the top of a hill, which can be a blind spot 
for smaller vehicles. There needs to be a more technological approach to campus crosswalks. 
Including newer crosswalk systems to include flashing lights, highly visible signs, and paint. 
Including raised crosswalks will also slow traffic that approaches those areas.  
A more substantial presence by the university in messaging of the dangers at crosswalks 
is also needed. There have been campaigns of information, but there is not a sustained message 
by the university to be more perceptive of the risks involved by walking distracted on campus. It 
seems that the student population is staying informed enough to reduce accidents on campus, but 
as of 2018, there have been 33 students hit by cars on campus since 2013. The number of 







Ultimately, in reality, the campus is not exclusively safe or unsafe. In the Clery Act data, 
the University of Arkansas ranks relatively high in nonviolent crimes (i.e. automobile burglary) 
but low in violent crimes (i.e. assault). Alcohol-related incidents have also been falling on 
campus, which is likely due to the local campaigns conducted on campus to curb binge drinking. 
Another factor that's not generally considered involves the growing student population. Students 
who participated in the study did correctly assess the most significant risks on campus: car 
burglaries. This points to the respondents’ understanding of the campus environment and 
community. Also, it indicates that the students are current with their knowledge of threats on 
campus. Moreover, this also poses another problem to the study. As mentioned through this 
research, a student's death occurred on campus while passing through a crosswalk (Figure 22). 
This news and media coverage was widespread, including local, state, and regional news 
sources. After the student’s death, a campaign of awareness was implemented by the university's 
public relations department and student outreach. The student council made it a priority to 
communicate the importance of awareness when walking or driving on campus as well. There 
needs to be a more significant and continual focus on improving student awareness of their 
campus. It is then recommended that these findings are shared with campus administration, 
public relations, and student body organizations that participate in mitigating risks on campus. 
Once the findings of this study are appropriately shared, various departments on campus (i.e. 
P.R., Student Outreach, Administration) must tackle the issues regarding crosswalk and traffic 
dangers and related student fears across campus. 
The frequency of recorded crimes that occurs on large, open campuses – compared to 




and maintain security, so as the University of Arkansas expands, it is expected that crimes will 
generally increase (whether absolute or relative). It is a statistical game that has played out in 
many societies over time; the introduction of more humans into an area and increasing its density 
will result in a more difficult task of maintaining that order. However, it is through studies that 
link perception, behavior, and reality that may reveal solutions to a better awareness of safety, 
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Q1A Q1B Q1C Q1D Q1E 
1 3 2 2 2 5 
2 5 3 2 2 3 
3 5 1 1 2 3 
4 4 1 2 2 2,3 
5 3 4 2 2 5 
6 3 4 2 2 5 
7 4 1 1 2 5 
8 2 1,3 2 2 3 
9 2 1 1 2 3 
10 3 1 2 2 3 
11 2 1 2 2 3 
12 2 1 1 2 1,2,3 
13 2 1 1 2 1,2,3 
14 2 1 2 2 2,3 
15 3 1 2 2 3 
16 5 2 1 2 3 
17 2 1 1 2 1,3 
18 3 1 2 2 3 
19 3 1 2 2 3 




21 2 1 2 1 2,3 
22 2 1 2 1 3 
23 2 1 1 2 2,3 
24 2 1 2 1 3 
25 3 1 1 2 2,3 
26 2 1 1 1 3 
27 1 4 2 2 5 
28 2 1 2 1 3 
29 1 1 1 1 2,3 
30 1 1,2 1 1 5 
31 2 1 2 1 3 
32 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
33 2 1 2 1 1,2,3,4 
34 2 1 1 1 2,3,4 
35 1 1 2 1 5 
36 1 1 2 1 2,3 
37 1 1 2 1 5 
38 1 1 2 1 5 
39 1 1 1 1 5 
40 1 1 2 1 5 
41 1 3 2 1 5 
42 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
43 1 1 1 1 5 
44 1 1 2 1 5 
45 1 1 2 1 5 





46 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
47 1 1 2 1 3 
48 1 1 2 1 3 
49 1 1 1 1 5 
50 1 1 1 1 2,3 
51 1 3 2 1 5 
52 1 1 2 1 5 
53 2 4 1 1 2,3 
54 1 1,3 2 1 5 
55 1 5 2 1 1,2,3,4 
56 2 1 2 1 2 
57 1 1 1 1 5 
58 1 1 1 1 0 
59 1 1 1 1 3 
60 2 4 2 1 0 
61 2 2 1 1 3 
62 2 2 2 1 3 
63 1 4 2 1 5 
64 1 4 1 1 1 
65 2 4 2 1 5 
66 1 1,2 2 1 5 
67 1 1 2 1 5 
68 2 1 1 1 3 
69 1 1 2 1 1,3 
70 4 1 1 1 5 





71 1 2 1 1 5 
72 1 1 1 1 5 
73 1 1 2 1 5 
74 1 1 1 1 5 
75 5 1 1 1 5 
76 1 1 1 1 5 
77 1 1 1 1 5 
78 2 3 2 1 5 
79 1 4 2 1 5 
80 5 5 2 1 1 
81 2 3 2 1 5 
82 1 1 2 1 2,3 
83 2 2 0 0 0 
84 2 1 2 1 5 
85 2 4 2 1 3 
86 1 1 2 1 5 
87 1 1 2 1 0 
88 1 1 2 1 5 
89 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
90 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
91 1 1 2 1 1,2,3 
92 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
93 2 3 1 1 5 
94 1 1 1 1 3 
95 2 1 2 1 5 





96 1 2 1 1 5 
97 1 2 1 1 5 
98 1 2 1 1 5 
99 1 1 1 1 1,2,3 
100 2 1 2 1 3 
101 1 1 2 1 3 
102 1 1 2 1 5 
103 1 1 1 1 5 
104 1 1 2 1 1,2,3 
105 1 1 1 1 2,3 
106 2 1 2 1 3 
107 1 3 2 1 5 
108 2 1 1 1 2 
109 1 1 1 1 2,3,4 
110 1 1 2 1 5 
111 1 1 2 1 5 
112 2 1 1 1 2,3,4 
113 1 1 2 1 5 













Raised Current family $ pers $ 
Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 
1 3 2 2 2 
2 2 1 2 2 
3 3 2 2 2 
4 2 2 3 1 
5 3 2 1 1 
6 1 2 1 1 
7 3 1 2 2 
8 2 1 2 1 
9 3 3 2 1 
10 2 2 2 2 
11 2 2 2 1 
12 2 2 1 1 
13 3 2 2 1 
14 2 2 2 1 
15 2 2 2 2 
16 1 0 1 2 
17 2 1 3 1 
18 2 2 2 1 
19 1 2 2 2 
20 3 2 2 1 
21 2 2 1 1 
22 3 1 2 1 





23 2 2 2 1 
24 3 2 2 1 
25 2 1 1 1 
26 2 1 2 1 
27 1 1 0 2 
28 3 1 1 1 
29 3 1 2 1 
30 2 2 2 1 
31 2 2 2 1 
32 2 2 2 0 
33 2 2 3 1 
34 2 2 3 1 
35 1 2 3 0 
36 3 1 2 1 
37 3 1 3 3 
38 2 1 3 1 
39 3 3 1 1 
40 3 2 2 1 
41 2 2 2 1 
42 2 2 2 1 
43 2 2 2 3 
44 1 1 3 1 
45 2 2 2 1 
46 3 1 2 1 
47 2 2 2 1 





48 3 3 3 1 
49 1 1 2 1 
50 2 2 2 1 
51 2 2 2 1 
52 2 2 3 1 
53 1 2 1 1 
54 2 2 3 1 
55 1 1 2 1 
56 2 2 2 1 
57 1 2 2 1 
58 2 2 2 1 
59 3 1 2 1 
60 1 1 2 1 
61 2 1 0 0 
62 1 1 2 1 
63 1 2 2 1 
64 1 2 3 1 
65 1 2 2 1 
66 1 1 2 1 
67 2 1 3 1 
68 2 1 3 1 
69 3 2 2 1 
70 3 1 2 1 
71 2 2 2 1 
72 1 1 2 1 





73 2 2 0 0 
74 1 1 1 1 
75 2 2 2 2 
76 2 1 2 1 
77 2 2 2 1 
78 1 1 2 1 
79 2 1 2 1 
80 3 3 2 2 
81 1 1 2 1 
82 2 1 2 1 
83 1 1 2 1 
84 1 1 0 1 
85 1 2 2 2 
86 3 0 3 1 
87 3 3 3 1 
88 2 3 3 1 
89 2 1 2 1 
90 1 2 2 1 
91 1 1 3 1 
92 2 2 3 1 
93 3 3 2 1 
94 3 1 2 1 
95 0 0 2 1 
96 1 1 2 1 
97 1 1 2 1 





98 2 2 0 0 
99 2 3 2 1 
100 2 2 2 1 
101 2 1 2 1 
102 2 2 3 1 
103 3 1 2 1 
104 3 1 3 1 
105 2 2 3 1 
106 3 1 2 1 
107 1 1 2 1 
108 2 2 2 1 
109 2 2 3 1 
110 2 2 2 1 
111 2 2 2 1 
112 1 2 1 2 
113 2 2 2 1 















avoid crime fears 
Q6 Q7 Q8 
1 1,2,3,4 1,2 6,9,10 
2 1,4 1,2,3,4 1,2,3,7,8,9,10 
3 4 1 1 
4 4 1,2,3 2,10 
5 2 1,2 2,9 
6 0 1,2 2,3,6,7,9,10 
7 4 1 1,5,6,10 
8 2 1,4 1,2 
9 3,4 1,2,5 1,3 
10 2,4 1,2,3 1,5,7,9,10 
11 2,4 2,5 2,3,7,9 
12 1 1,2 0 
13 0 1,2 5 
14 0 1 7,10 
15 2,4 2,3,4 2,4,5,7,8,9,10 
16 2 1,2,4,5 1,3,6,10 
17 2,3 1,2,4 5,10 
18 2 1,2,4 1,4,5,8,9,10 
19 4 2,4 5,9 
20 4 1,4,5 1,6,7 
21 2 1,5 2,5,6,9,10 
22 2,4 2,4 2,5,9,10 





23 2,4 1,4,5 3,4,9,10 
24 0 1,2 2,9 
25 0 1,2,3,4 1,5 
26 0 1,3,4 0 
27 3 2,5 5,8 
28 2 1,2,4 1,3,5,10 
29 2,3,4 1,5,6,10 1,3,5,6 
30 2 3,4,10 9 
31 2,4 2,5,10 4,6,9 
32 0 1,2,3,4,5 9 
33 2 1,2 1,4,5,7,8,9 
34 3 2,3,4 9,10 
35 2 1,2,3 1,2,3,9 
36 4 1,5 1,2,3,4,5,7,8,9,10 
37 2,4 1,2 1,4,9 
38 2,3 1,3,4,5 2,5,7,9,10 
39 2 1,2,3 5 
40 1,2,4 2,3,8 2,4,6 
41 1,2 1,2,4 1,2,3,4,9,10 
42 2 1,2,5 8,9 
43 2 2 0 
44 1,2,4 4 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9,10 
45 1,2,3 1,2,4,5,6,9 2,3,4,7,9,10 
46 4 1,4,5 1,3,5 
47 2,4 1,2 2,3,4,6,9 





48 2,4 1,2,5 1,4,7,9 
    
50 1 1,2,3,4,6,9 5 
51 1,2 1,2,4,5 2,3,4,9,10 
52 2,4 1,2,4 2,3,8,9 
53 2 1,2 1,2,3,4,5,6 
54 2,4 1,4,5 2,3,4,7,9 
55 1,2,3,4 1,2,3,4 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 
56 0 2,3,4,6 2,3,7,8,9,10 
57 0 1,2,6 0 
58 4 1,2,4 0 
59 0 2 0 
60 2,3 1,2 1,2,4,9,10 
61 1,2 1,3 5,6,8,9 
62 2 1,2,9 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 
63 4 1,2,4,5 2,7,8,10 
64 0 1,3 1,6 
65 1 1,2 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 
66 2,3,4 1,2,4,5 2,3,7,8,9 
67 1,2 1,2,4 2,3,4,7,8,9,10 
68 2 1,3 1,3,5 
69 2,4 1,2,9 1,3,4,5,7,8,9 
70 3 1,2,3,4 9,10 
71 2 1,2,5 1,4,9,10 
72 0 6,10 1 





73 1,2,4 1,2,4,5,6 1,2,3,4,5,6,9,10 
74 1,2,4 1,2,4,5 1,5,9 
75 2 1,2,4,9 1,5,10 
76 1,4 1 1 
77 0 1,4 1,3 
78 2 1,4 5,7,8 
79 2,4 1 2,3,4,7,9,10 
80 2,4 1,2,3,4,5 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 
81 2 1,5 1,3,5,6,8,9 
82 2 1,2,4 2,9,10 
83 2,4 1,2 1,2,3,5 
84 2 1,2 1,2,3,7 
85 2 5 3,7,8,9 
86 2 1,2,5,10 1,2,3,5,8,9 
87 2,4 1,2 7,8,9 
88 2 1,2,5 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9 
89 2,4 1,3 0 
90 2,4 2,3 1,2,3,5,9,10 
91 1,2,4 2,5 4,7,8,9 
92 1,2,4 1,2,3 1,5,6,7,8,9 
93 2 1,2,5,8 1,3,5,6,9 
94 3 1,2,5 1 
95 2 1,2,10 3,4,9 
96 1 2,4 1,3,5,6 
97 2,3 4,5 2,6,9,10 





98 2 5,8 1,5,8 
99 2 1,2,3 1,5,10 
100 2 1,2 1,4,8,9 
101 2 1,2,5 2,3,4,7,8,9,10 
102 2,3,4 1,2,4 2,3,4,7,9,10 
103 2 1,2,3,4 1,5 
104 2 1,2 3,4,6,7,8,9 
105 3 1,2,3 9,10 
106 0 1,2,4 2,3,4,6,7,9,10 
107 2,3,4 1,8 1,2,4,6,7,9 
108 0 1 3,5 
109 4 3,4,6 1,2,3,9 
110 2,4 1,2,5 1,2,3,4,6,7,9,10 
111 2 1,2,5 1,2,3,4,5,7,9 
112 1,3 1,4,6 1,3,8 
113 2 4,5 2,7,9,10 

















1 1 2 
2 2 0 
3 2 0 
4 2 0 
5 2 0 
6 2 0 
7 2 0 
8 1 2 
9 2 0 
10 2 0 
11 2 0 
12 2 0 
13 1 3 
   
15 2 0 
16 2 0 
17 1 3 
18 1 2,3 
19 1 3 
20 1 3 
21 2 0 
22 1 2 





23 2 0 
24 2 0 
25 2 0 
26 2 0 
27 0 0 
28 1 2,3 
29 2 0 
30 2 0 
31 2 0 
32 2 0 
33 2 0 
34 2 0 
35 1 2 
36 1 2 
37 1 2 
38 1 2 
39 1 3 
40 2 0 
41 2 0 
42 2 0 
43 2 0 
44 2 0 
45 2 0 
46 2 0 
47 1 2,4 





48 1 2 
49 2 0 
50 2 0 
51 2 0 
52 2 0 
53 2 0 
54 1 2 
55 2 0 
56 2 0 
57 1 3 
58 2 0 
59 1 3 
60 2 0 
61 2 0 
62 2 0 
63 2 0 
64 2 0 
65 2 0 
66 2 0 
67 1 2 
68 1 3 
69 2 0 
70 2 0 
71 1 3 
72 2 0 





73 1 2 
74 2 0 
75 2 0 
76 2 0 
77 1 3 
78 2 0 
79 2 0 
80 2 0 
81 2 0 
82 2 0 
83 2 0 
84 2 0 
85 2 0 
86 2 0 
87 2 0 
88 2 0 
89 2 0 
90 2 0 
91 2 0 
92 2 0 
93 2 0 
94 2 0 
95 2 0 
96 2 0 
97 2 0 





98 1 3 
99 2 0 
100 2 0 
101 1 2 
102 1 2 
103 2 0 
104 1 1 
105 2 0 
106 2 0 
107 2 0 
108 2 0 
109 2 0 
110 2 0 
111 1 2,4 
112 2 0 
113 1 2 













SurveyID Feeling of safety at night at locations specified 
 Q10A Q10B Q10C Q10D Q10E Q10F Q10G Q10H Q10I 
1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 
2 2 3 3 3 4 4 4 3 1 
3 5 5 3 3 5 5 4 3 2 
4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 2 3 
5 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 
6 1 4 4 1 5 2 4 2 1 
7 3 0 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 
8 3 3 3 3 3 5 5 3 3 
9 4 4 3 3 5 4 4 3 3 
10 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 
11 4 4 3 4 5 3 3 3 4 
12 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 
13 5 4 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 
14 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 3 4 
15 1 3 2 3 2 2 2 3 2 
16 5 5 3 2 4 2 2 2 3 
17 3 3 5 3 2 2 2 5 4 
18 2 3 3 2 4 4 4 4 2 
19 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
20 3 3 1 5 3 3 3 3 3 
21 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 
22 5 4 3 5 5 4 3 1 3 
23 5 4 2 2 5 4 4 3 3 





24 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
25 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 
26 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
27 3 3 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 
28 3 2 3 1 2 3 3 2 1 
29 1 3 3 2 2 4 4 4 2 
30 3 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 
31 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 2 
32 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 4 5 
33 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 5 2 
34 4 4 2 5 5 5 5 5 4 
35 3 3 3 2 3 4 4 3 2 
36 5 2 4 3 1 5 5 3 2 
37 4 3 3 4 4 5 5 4 3 
38 4 3 2 5 5 4 4 3 2 
39 3 3 4 4 4 5 5 3 4 
40 5 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 
41 2 3 3 2 2 4 4 2 5 
42 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 
43 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
44 4 4 2 3 4 4 4 2 2 
45 3 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 
46 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 3 3 
47 5 3 2 2 3 5 5 5 2 
48 4 2 1 3 2 3 2 3 1 





49 5 3 5 4 4 5 5 5 3 
50 5 4 3 5 4 5 5 2 4 
51 5 2 2 3 4 4 4 2 2 
52 4 4 4 1 5 5 5 5 1 
53 3 2 4 3 2 4 3 2 4 
54 3 0 3 2 2 4 4 2 2 
55 5 5 4 3 4 4 4 3 2 
56 3 3 4 3 2 2 2 2 3 
57 3 3 3 1 3 4 4 3 1 
58 5 5 5 4 3 5 5 3 4 
59 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
60 3 3 2 3 3 4 4 1 2 
61 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 
62 3 4 3 1 3 2 2 1 1 
63 5 4 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 
64 4 5 4 3 4 5 5 4 3 
65 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 2 
66 4 4 2 2 3 2 3 1 1 
67 4 2 1 3 1 4 4 2 1 
68 5 5 3 3 4 4 4 3 2 
69 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 
70 4 5 4 3 3 4 4 4 3 
71 4 2 4 3 2 3 3 3 2 
72 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 
73 2 2 2 4 3 2 2 2 2 





74 3 3 2 2 3 4 4 4 2 
75 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 5 
76 3 3 2 4 5 4 3 2 3 
77 5 4 3 5 4 4 4 4 3 
78 4 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 
79 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
80 3 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 
81 5 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 3 
82 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 1 
83 4 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 2 
84 4 3 3 3 3 4 4 2 4 
85 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 
86 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 3 2 
87 3 2 3 4 3 2 2 2 4 
88 4 0 0 3 2 5 5 5 3 
89 5 5 5 5 2 5 5 5 5 
          
90 4 4 4 3 5 5 5 5 3 
91 5 1 0 5 2 5 5 5 1 
92 4 2 2 3 4 3 3 3 2 
93 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 
94 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 3 
95 3 3 2 1 2 5 5 3 1 
96 5 0 0 0 5 5 5 3 5 
97 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 





98 3 3 3 4 3 4 4 4 3 
99 5 3 2 3 5 5 5 4 2 
100 4 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 2 
101 4 5 3 3 5 4 4 5 3 
102 2 0 0 2 4 2 2 1 1 
103 5 3 4 3 3 2 2 2 3 
104 5 5 5 3 3 5 5 5 3 
105 4 2 3 4 3 4 4 4 2 
106 2 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 
107 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
108 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 
109 2 3 4 3 1 4 4 4 4 
110 4 5 3 4 2 3 3 3 2 
111 4 3 1 2 3 3 3 3 2 
112 3 3 2 3 4 5 5 3 2 
113 3 2 3 0 3 4 4 3 3 













SurveyID Feeling of safety at night at locations specified 
 Q10J Q10K Q10L Q10M Q10N Q10O Q10P Q10Q Q10R 
1 5 3 0 1 3 3 3 3 1 
2 4 3 3 2 3 3 4 5 4 
3 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 3 5 
4 5 5 3 2 5 5 5 3 5 
5 5 5 0 0 5 5 5 2 3 
6 5 5 1 3 4 5 3 3 3 
7 4 4 0 3 3 3 3 2 3 
8 4 5 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 
9 5 4 3 3 5 4 4 3 3 
10 4 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 3 
11 5 5 2 3 5 5 5 4 4 
12 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 
13 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 
14 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 
15 5 4 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 
16 5 3 4 2 4 4 4 4 3 
17 1 3 3 4 1 1 1 3 3 
18 4 4 2 1 2 4 2 4 2 
19 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
20 5 5 5 2 5 4 4 3 3 
21 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 
22 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 
23 5 3 3 4 4 4 3 3 4 





24 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
25 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 
26 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 
27 3 4 4 3 3 4 4 3 3 
28 5 4 3 2 5 3 3 2 3 
29 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 
30 5 5 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 
31 3 3 3 4 4 4 3 3 3 
32 4 4 5 4 4 4 5 5 4 
33 2 2 4 3 3 3 3 1 1 
34 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 2 
35 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 4 
36 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 2 
37 4 3 3 4 5 33 3 3 4 
38 5 4 3 4 5 5 4 2 3 
39 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 4 4 
40 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 
41 2 0 2 4 4 2 2 2 2 
42 5 4 3 4 5 2 3 5 2 
43 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 4 
44 5 4 4 3 4 4 3 3 2 
45 4 3 3 1 3 3 3 2 2 
46 4 3 4 3 5 4 4 3 4 
47 5 3 3 5 4 4 4 4 2 
48 2 3 3 5 4 2 3 2 1 





49 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 2 3 
50 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
51 5 5 1 2 5 5 4 3 3 
52 4 3 2 4 5 5 4 4 2 
53 3 0 2 4 3 2 4 3 2 
54 5 1 0 2 3 4 3 2 2 
55 5 4 4 3 3 4 4 2 3 
56 4 4 3 1 3 4 3 1 3 
57 4 3 4 3 4 3 3 3 4 
58 5 5 4 3 5 5 5 3 4 
59 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 
60 5 3 1 1 5 3 3 2 3 
61 4 4 3 3 4 3 3 2 4 
62 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 
63 5 3 4 3 4 4 2 2 3 
64 4 3 5 4 5 5 4 3 3 
65 4 4 3 3 4 4 3 3 2 
66 4 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 
67 5 4 4 2 5 5 4 3 2 
68 5 4 4 4 4 4 2 3 4 
69 4 3 3 2 4 3 3 2 3 
70 5 5 3 4 3 5 5 3 3 
71 5 3 4 3 5 5 5 3 3 
72 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 4 
73 4 3 2 2 5 4 3 2 2 





74 3 4 2 3 2 4 3 4 2 
          
76 5 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 2 
77 5 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 5 
78 4 4 4 3 2 4 3 3 3 
79 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 
80 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 
81 5 5 0 3 4 3 2 2 2 
82 4 2 3 2 4 2 3 3 1 
83 3 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 
84 5 0 0 2 5 3 4 2 4 
85 4 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 
86 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 3 2 
87 5 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 5 
88 4 2 5 3 5 4 2 3 2 
89 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
90 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 3 
91 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 
92 4 4 3 3 4 3 3 1 2 
93 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
94 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 3 
95 2 2 4 3 2 3 3 3 1 
96 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 
97 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 2 4 
98 3 2 3 4 3 3 3 2 3 





99 5 4 3 3 4 4 4 5 3 
100 5 4 0 3 4 5 5 3 3 
101 2 4 2 5 5 5 2 2 2 
102 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 
103 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 3 
104 3 2 4 4 5 4 4 2 4 
105 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 2 
106 4 2 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 
107 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 
108 5 0 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 
109 5 5 4 4 5 4 4 3 4 
110 2 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 
111 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 
112 4 4 4 3 4 4 2 5 4 
113 5 4 3 3 4 4 3 3 3 














Daily Criminal Log 2017 
day JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
1 1 1 3 3 1 1 
2 0 2 6 1 4 1 
3 0 2 1 2 1 0 
4 0 4 2 2 0 0 
5 1 1 0 1 3 3 
6 1 1 3 1 3 2 
7 0 3 4 8 2 1 
8 1 2 7 7 2 0 
9 1 0 3 2 1 1 
10 0 3 3 5 3 1 
11 1 3 2 3 0 1 
12 2 6 4 3 1 0 
13 4 3 0 3 2 0 
14 1 2 3 5 0 1 
15 3 1 1 2 1 1 
16 3 2 8 0 1 1 
17 3 5 8 3 1 1 
18 2 3 3 4 2 0 
19 0 4 3 2 0 1 
20 3 2 2 3 0 0 
21 2 1 2 2 1 0 
22 3 2 0 2 3 1 
23 4 1 0 0 2 2 




24 1 4 1 3 4 1 
25 2 0 0 3 0 1 
26 4 4 2 2 2 2 
27 1 4 4 2 0 1 
28 2 1 4 2 1 2 
29 3 n/a 1 2 0 0 
30 3 n/a 0 1 1 1 
31 2 n/a 2 n/a 2 n/a 
Totals 54 67 82 79 44 27 
 




Table 2: Daily Crime Logs 2017 (cont.) 
Daily Criminal Log 2017 
 
JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
 
0 1 0 0 8 1 
 
1 1 2 3 2 4 
 
1 1 0 5 2 2 
 
1 0 1 1 2 2 
 
1 0 3 1 3 1 
 
2 0 2 1 2 1 
 
1 1 2 1 1 2 
 
2 1 0 2 0 4 
 
Table 2: Daily Crime Logs 2017 (cont) 




2 1 13 0 2 3 
 
3 1 0 3 1 0 
 
2 1 2 2 1 2 
 
0 1 4 1 1 3 
 
1 0 5 4 1 2 
 
1 2 3 4 1 1 
 
1 2 2 0 0 2 
 
0 2 4 0 1 1 
 
3 4 4 2 3 1 
 
0 6 1 5 3 1 
 
0 2 0 0 2 3 
 
0 1 2 1 1 2 
 
0 1 3 5 2 3 
 
0 6 5 3 2 0 
 
0 1 3 0 0 0 
 
1 2 2 2 4 0 
 
2 6 1 4 5 0 
 
1 1 2 2 1 0 
 
0 1 1 5 6 2 
 
4 4 2 2 0 0 
 
0 0 5 1 2 2 
 
0 1 2 2 4 0 
 
1 2 n/a 4 n/a 0 
 
31 53 76 66 63 45 687 
JUL5 AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC Total 
 













Table 4: Daily Crime Logs 2016 
Daily Criminal Log 2016 
day JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
1 1 4 2 5 1 2 
2 1 2 2 0 1 1 
3 0 3 2 1 2 3 
4 2 4 1 4 1 0 
5 3 6 3 5 4 1 
6 3 1 1 1 4 1 
7 1 3 2 3 0 1 
8 0 2 1 8 1 1 
9 0 0 4 6 3 1 
10 0 2 0 2 3 0 
Reported via Clery Act 2017 
 













Campus daily log '17 




11 2 2 4 3 2 2 
12 0 8 3 1 1 2 
13 1 2 2 2 4 0 
14 2 1 2 2 1 1 
15 2 1 4 2 4 2 
16 0 0 3 3 4 3 
17 2 3 5 5 2 3 
18 3 2 3 3 1 1 
19 4 6 1 2 0 0 
20 2 4 1 4 1 2 
21 2 6 0 4 2 1 
22 2 1 1 7 3 0 
23 5 1 2 1 2 0 
24 3 3 2 4 2 3 
25 2 2 2 1 0 1 
26 5 5 2 2 3 0 
27 2 2 0 5 2 1 
28 1 3 4 4 1 0 
29 4 3 5 3 4 0 
30 4 N/A 2 7 0 0 
31 1 N/A 2 N/A 0 N/A 
Totals 60 82 68 100 59 33 
 
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
 
 





Table 4: Daily Crime Logs 2016(cont.) 
Daily Criminal Log 2016 
 
JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
 
1 1 4 3 5 4 
 
2 2 7 1 1 3 
 
2 2 9 3 2 2 
 
1 0 2 3 2 1 
 
3 1 3 5 6 3 
 
0 2 6 3 2 2 
 
1 0 4 6 1 0 
 
0 1 5 14 5 0 
 
0 0 3 4 2 1 
 
1 0 1 2 2 1 
 
1 0 2 3 4 1 
 
1 0 2 2 11 2 
 
1 0 8 5 4 2 
 
1 0 3 3 6 2 
 
1 0 0 13 4 3 
 
1 3 3 4 2 2 
 
1 0 9 2 3 3 
 
0 1 3 3 2 1 
 
0 2 5 2 4 2 
 
0 2 2 0 4 2 
 





1 4 3 2 4 0 
 
0 7 4 2 3 0 
 
0 3 2 3 0 1 
 
2 6 4 2 2 0 
 
1 1 3 3 1 0 
 
0 3 3 4 2 0 
 
1 3 2 4 2 1 
 
2 0 6 1 2 0 
 
1 2 2 1 1 0 
 
3 1 N/A 5 N/A 2 
 
31 50 112 114 91 43 843 
JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC Total 
 
Table 5: Daily Crime Logs compared to Clery Act reports 2016 Totals  
Reported via Clery Act 2016 
 
421 421 0 421 Disciplinary Action 
 
183 183 183 0 Criminal offenses 
 
53 0 53 53 Arrests on campus 
 
 
Campus daily log '16 
657 604 236 474 Totals 842 
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